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Court Cites the Historical Value of 
Bureau’s Data on’Surveillahce 


WASHINGTON. Jan. 10 ( AP) — A 
eral district |udge ordered Tliursday that 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation halt 
the destructloD of wiretappiM records, 
surveillance logs and other ffeld office 
files until experts could decide wtolt 
documents must be retained for their 
toricalvahie. ^ 

Judge Harold H. Greene said that the 
bureau's recocds-disposal program waS 
designed only to preserve files "neces- * 

sary or useful for its operation/* Federal • 
law says that Government files should 
also be retained **for legitimate historical 
and other research purposes.’* .. t ^ > 

The suit was brou^t 1^ htstodans. 
Journalists, subjects of F3.L' investiga- 
tions and groups seeking to disseminate 
information about the bureau. Among the 
individuals are Angela Davis. Jessica 
Mitford. Paul Robeson Jr. and. several 
persons connected with the IdSO's e^kK 
nage case of Julius and Ethel Rosenbes^. ^ ! 

The judge ordered the United States ^ 
Archivist, with the assistance of the < 
reau. to design a file-ietendon plan and 
submit it to the court within 90 days. No 
files, be added, are to he destn^yed in the 
future before qiiaUfied historlaiis and ar- 
chivists ha ve reviewed them: 

In an opinion, he said that F.B.I. files 
^'constitute a significant repository of the 
recent history of this nation, and they 
represent the work product of an organi- 
I zatioQ that has toucl^ the lives of count- 
less Americans.’* He added: **The public 
I Interest demands that great care be 
taken before such recorxis are committed 
todestnicttoD.** v 

The bureau contended that the nida 
I around the country^ were duplicated fac 
Washington, but Judge Greene saicf that 
testimony bad shown that that was not soC' 

'* Raw investigative dau -Jsnch as sur- 
veillance logs, wiretap records, verbatim 
informant evidence and the like are or- 
I dinarily maintained solely in the field of- 
fices, and only summaries of the informa- 
' tion are forwarded to and kept at 
quarters,** he concluded. . i | 

His opinion criticlxed not only the bu- 1 
reau but the archivist, who is required 
under the law to review files before they 
arc destroyed. Archives employees had 
I testified that they were able to pass judg- 
I ment on the files without seeing them, the 
judge said, commenting. “It strains cre^ 
duUty to accept the propositian that such 
decisions can be made wholly by remote 
controL** ^ , 

Judge Greene did not rule on the plaio- i 
tiffs* contention that the bureau was 

trying to prevent disclosure of Impropri- ^ 
eties. He said, however, that it appear^ ) 
likely that the agency *s concems with the > 
information statute were limited to mini- | 
mizing the administrative difficulUealw-' i 
voived in processing requests from tho 
pubhc. _ 


